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Ils a wonderful Thing 
Ido reflect how often it 
happens, that Treatiſes of this 
Nature, quite deviate in their 
Concluſion, from the firſt Deſign 


upon which they were taken in 
Hand. The Treatiſe ſtil'd The 
con ſtant Belief of the Catholick 
Church, concerning the Eutharif, 
was originally no more than the 
Preface of a Book defign'd to be 
Publiſh'd before the Office of the 


e 


Bleſſed Sacrament. This not- 
withſtanding was not done, be- 
cauſe it was judg d not at all pro- 
; 1. * A 2 2 Gs per 


To the _ 
Ter to infert a 
ate in a Book W — was — 
25 d for the Encreaſe of 
iety amongſt the Faithful. Thus 


it was this Treatiſe continu'd 
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Fat Reader. | 
the Deſign of writing a Refutati4 
———— 1 could; not he; 
hile after 3 for | was chere yet 
any. farther Intention :than;te | 
fhow:;the Refutution in Man- 
ſeript to forte Perſons /h. had 
porus d that af che afb raid Mi- 
niſten, but ſoon there appear 
the Necbſſity . of reſabving to 
make the whole Work publickz 
being inform'd that a Bookſeller 
of his own Head, had already 
printed half the Treatiſe with 
infinite Miſtakes, and there be- 
ing no Way to remedy that but 
by the Author's printing it him- 
ſelf. Now making this publick, 
it was neceſſary alſo to publiſh 
the Refutation of the Miniſter's 
Anſwer, to let the World ſee 
how vain was his Attempt in 
endeavouring to weaken and per- 
= the Preofs of this Treatiſe, 

pon this Occafion this little 
| Book 


To 1e Reader. 


Book was writ, which aw 
judicious Perſons: have thought 


flibly be of Service to 
may poinbly 


as fincerely ſeek the Truth. 
This is all that can be expected 
from Books, the reſt depends 
on Grace, whoſe Work it is to 
rectify the Heart, from whence 
the--greateſt- Errors and Illufi- 
ons of the n ee 
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HE moſt uſual and convincing 
Means to reduce Calviniſts to 
the Faith t of the © Catholic 
Chucb, is to lay before them the Con- 
ſent of all Ages, and the faithful De- 
poſitions of all the Fathers for ſuch 
2 Points 
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Points as they conteſt with Catho- 


. 3 
This Proof is ſo convincing; that let 
the Miniſters do what they can to 
weaken it by their general Anſwer, 
that we are to ſtand and fall by the Word 


& God only, the whole Party muſt have 


certainly elos'd with it, had they not 
endeavoured .to.. perplex the Cauſe, by 


diſputing with the Church, this Con- 


ſent of all Ages, which is the Grounds 
of her Belief. . N . 


"Tis to little Purpoſe, for Example, 
that Blondel, in the Preface to his 
Book, which he calls E:14irciſſement ſur 


 VEachd#iftie, ſhould pretend, .that the 


Belief of the Primitive Church con- 
cerning this Myſtery is but a Queſtion 
of Fatt, and nor material enlough to be 
taken notice of by Men of - reaſonable 
1 for that Queſtions of 
Right only, oblige in Conſcience ; 
and that People are in the Wrong 
to inform themſelves of what was be- 
liev'd before they were born, becauſe a 
true Opinion ſhou'd always be believ'd 
tho? there has been no Body to maintain 
it ſince the Apoſtles ; and a falſe one, 
tho? it has, been follow'd from the Be- 
ginning without Interruption, and py 


C0 


the Plurality, yet ought not therefore 
# 8 Free dle Divo oodigt 
here are few Perſons unreaſonable 
nough to think of maintaining the 
horrible Conſequences of what that 
Miniſter pretends; ſor if the Conſent of 
the whole Church ſince the Apoſtles 
Were not à ſuſficient 'Proof of the 
Truth; and if it were poſſible it could 
aye always believ'd. the real Preſence 
of Jeſus Chriſt in the Euchariſt, and 
that nevertheleſs this Belief were falſe; 
it follows ( Blondel and ſome other his 
Mociates would muliciquſiy infinuate) that 
the Church may poſſibly have always 
been engag'd, in a criminal Error and 
an idolatrous Worſhip, ſince if Jeſus 
Chriſt were not there really preſent, we 
ſhould he (according to them) really Ido- 
laters, and deſerve that Reproach the 
Miniſters ſo oſten throw upon us. 
% Thus all the Martyrs in the Opi- 
ſe Miniſters, would have 
2 8 2 Hude 0351 been 
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_ * Note, Blundel aud other. Calviniſt Writers 
juſtly ſuſpe ting their Sophiſtry could not with any rational 
Appearence of Truth in Point of the Euchariſt Aten upon 
Catbolicks the enormous Crime of Hereſy, which eſſntialy 
conſiſts in an obſtinate Opinion in ſome Matter of Fairh' 
a rag to the Conſent and Harmony. of the Univerſal 

urch, They induſtriouſly labour ia envenom'the Minds of 

et. Readers, and ſo anticipate their Fudgments by impo- 

ng .upon Catbolicks be bideous Guilt and Horror of 
Hotatry in adoring Bread and Wine. inſtead of God in the 
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(4) 
been only Abetters of Idolatry; the 
Fathers would have been Teachers of 
Idolatry only; the whole Church would 
have been no better than an Aſſem- 
bly of Idolaters, only pulling down 
the Idolatry of the Pagans, to ſet up 
another; the Adoration of Bread in- 
ſtead of Gold and Silver, Stocks and 
Stones; which does not only deſtroy 
one Article of Faith, but all Faith in 
general; and not only Faith, but the 
very Author and Conſummator of 
Faith, as he is ſtil'd by St. Paul, vis. 
Jeſus Chriſt himſelf; ſince if the 
Church had been always in an Er- 
ror, and in the Practice of an Ido- 
latrous Worſhip, it muſt conſequent- 
have ever been the Object of 
God's Hatred and Averſion; and 
thus Jeſus Chriſt, who never form'd 
any other Church than this, would 
not be the promis'd Mediator who 
was to form a holy People and a ho- 
4 City, to which all! Nations were to 
have Recourſe. We 
Euchariſt. Ibis Inve&ive contains as much Malice, as lit- 
te of Truth or Raſon in it; for ſuppoſe there ſhould be no- 
thing but bare Bread and Wine in the Euchariſt, yet Catho- 
licks. believing Chrif's real Preſence there, it Chriſt ſo 
preſent» and not the Bread and Wine is the Object of their. 
Worſhip, it in to Chriſt alone they give Divine Adoration in 
ibe Eucbar iſt, and ſuch Adoration in Perſons ſo believing 


can ſurely be no Idolatrx, unleſs the Minifters will ſay as the 
Arians did, That Chrii} it nos truly Cod and Man. 
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We muſt indeed be arriv*d to an 
Indifference and more 'than humane 
 Inſfenſibility, to dare to fix our Sal- 
vation in a Poſition ſo ſtrangely ha- 
zardous as not to have the leaſt Hopes 
of ever attaining to it, but upon the 
Suppoſition that ſo many Martyrs, ſo 
many Saints, ſo many Fathers and ge- 
nerally all the Members of the Pri- 
mitive Church were damn'd for ha- 
= been engaged in a criminal Su- 
perſtition. The Extravagance of this 
Blindneſs is too great to ſubſiſt, and 
ſo in Spight of all the Miniſters En- 
deavours, their ſtiffeſt Adherents will 
ealily cloſe with us and agree, that 
if the Real Preſence of Jeſus Chriſt in 
the Euchariſt was the conſtant Belief 
of the Primitive Church, *tis a Folly 
not to believe it now. 

This it is has obliged the Miniſters 
to enter into this Queſtion: of Fact 
which they ſeem to judge of no 
Importance; and to employ all the 
Addreſs of their Wit in ſheltering 
themſelves againſt this Primitive Au- 
thority, by them much ſuſpected, hereby 
agreeing with us in ſome Meaſure, that 
the Univerſal Belief of the ancient 
Church concerning the Euchariſt muſt 
of Neceſſity be true. Taking then theſe 
e. B 3 Pre- 


FFI 
' Premiſes for granted, we may with 
Aſſurance affirm, that. notwithſtanding 
ſome Shifts which the Miniſters make 
uſe of, to. elude certain Paſſages of 
the Fathers, there are nevertheleſs, 
more than neceſſary, of ſuch as are 
clear and unqueſtionable, to convince 
any reaſonable Underſtanding, and one 
that ſincerely ſeeks the Truth, that the 
Doctrine of a Real Preſence; has al. 
ways been the E. Doctrine of 
the whole Churc 11 
But ſince it often happens that 
People do not ſufficiently comprehend 
the Nona of Proofs, becauſe: they come 
not to be conſider'd in their natural Or- 
der by which they help and ſtrengtben 
each other; the moſt "begeticlal Way | 
that appears to me, is to lay down 
Matters in this Diſcourſe, in ſuch a 
Method as muſt lead an Underſtan- 
ding that is not altogether obſti- 
nate, to confeſs upon plain Evi- 
dence of Truth, that the Belief of 
the. Roman Catholick Church concer- 
ning this Myſtery, is the ſame with 
that of all the firſt Ages 
The Belief of the Fade Church 
being the Queſtion, nothing can be 
more reaſonable than to fix on a Point 
med on by all — and _ 
thence 


(7) 
[thence afterwards to proceed to the 
— Debate... .; 7 
© Now altho' the Calvenifts have 
ſtretch'd their Pretenſions às far as 
ever they could, and tho? ſome of them 
wou'd fain have mantain'd, that till 
the ſecond Council of Vice the whole 
Church was of their Perſwaſion ; others 
till the time of  Paſcaſius, being the 
ninth Age; others again itil] farther : 
Nevertheleſs, no Body can deny but 
that at the time of Berengarius the 
whole Church declared againſt the 
.Culvinif, Belief, in the Condemnation 
.of Berengarius by ſeveral Councils held 
both in France and Italy; Berengarius 
alſo himſelf ſeveral times abjur'd his 
own Hereſie, and died in the Catho- 
lick Faith, as William of Malmesbur 


3 


the Benedictin atteſts, tho? Blandel by zaircigs 
An unpardonable Miſtake has Written l. Euch, 
that he died in the Reſolution of main-® ##* 


taining, his Opinion, Thus we fee in 
in the Year 1053, which was the time 
of the firſt Council held at Rome by Pope 
Leo the Ninth againſt Berengarius, the 
Church univerſally agreeing in the ſame 
Faith we at preſentprofeſs; and it is by 
the urging of this ſame general Conſent 
of the whole Church, they who diſ- 
FA B 4 pauted 


1 
puted againſt Berengarius cheifly preſsd 
and convinced him. 


Adelmannus who was a Fellow Diſ- 
ciple of Berengarius under the Tuition 
of Saint Fulbert Biſhop of Chartres, 
having had Information in Germany e- 
ver ſince the Year 1035 according to 
Cardinal Baronius, of his School-fellows 
Errors, ſignified in a Letter full of 
Compaſſion and Charity, which he 
writ- to Berengarius himſelf, that his 
Opinion Was lookt upon as ſo mani: 
feſtly heretical, {that even before it 
Was condemned by the Councils, B- 
rengarius was eſteem'd as a, Perſon ſe- 
parated from the Unity of the Cathoo· 
ick Church. Tie reported, ſays 
he, that you have ſeparated your ſelf |. 
Fim the Unity of the Church, and that 
Jon maintain a Doctrine contrary to the ©: 
Catholic Faith concerning the Body and © 
Blood of our Lord which is every Day 
ſacrificed on the holy Altar, over the whole 
Earth. VV 
Hugh Biſhop of Langres one of the 
firſt Writers againſt Berengarius, re- 
proaches him for that his Doctrine 
gave Scandal to the whole Church. 
Vniverſalem Eccleſiam ſcandalicas. 
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A Biſhop of Liege conſulted by Hen- 
y the firſt, King of France about what 
Means were moſt convenient ſor put- 
ing an End to Berengarias's Hereſie, 
-anſwers him, that that Hereſie was 
ſo plain, there was no need of hold- 
ing any Council to condemn it. 

Darandus Abbot of Troarn treats the 
Followers of Berengarius as vile and 
infamous Perſons, Who without any 
commendable Quality of either Piety or 


Learning writ againſt the Fathers and 


Doctors of the Church, and encounter'd 
à Doctrine taught by the Catholic Church 
- over all the World. Quo cathalita per 
per orbem uni verſum prædicat Eccleſia. 


Lanfranc from the very Beginning of 
his Book reproaches Berengarius for his 
great Arrogance in advancing'a. Do. 
ctrine contrary to the Opinion of the whole 
Earth ſuperbiæ faſtu plenus contra orbem 


ſentire cepiſti, and for having writ a+ 


gainſt the Catholic Truth and common 

lief of all Churches: Contra Catholi- 
cam veritatem & contra omninm Eccleſia- 
rum opinionem ſcriptum - poſtea condidiſti. 
He proves in the 4th Chap. that Beren- 
garius s Doctrine, was generally con- 
demn'd by all the Faithful, as well 
Secular Perſons as Eccleſiaſtics, and that 
it was only maintain'd by a ſmall Num- 
2. ber 


| "on? 
ber of Schiſmatics, pauciſſimos Schiſma- 
ticos; and after having explain'd in the 
18th Chap. the Catholic Doctrine in 
theſe Terms. Our Belief is that the 
© Earthly Subſtances: of Bread and 
Wine being divinely ſanQtity'd upon 
the Table of our Lord, by the Mi- 
niſtry of Prieſts, are, hy the unſpeak- 
able, incomprehenſible and miracy- 
lous Work of God's Omnipotence, 
chang'd into the Eſſence of our Lord's 
Body, nothing there remaining but 
the Species of Wine together with its 
natural Qualities, leſt the Sight of raw 
and bloody Fleſh ſhould create Hor- 
rour. Our Lord's Body does not ceaſe 
being in Heaven at the Right Hand 
of God his Father, nor to be there 
all entire, all incorruptible, all invi- 
olable, all unchangeable and all im- 
mortal. He adds, See here the 
Faith of the Chnrch, which bei 
s ſpread over all the World, is tera 
Catholic, has continued during all 
Ages, and continues at this preſent, 
He repeats the ſame thing as a Mat- 
ter evident and beyond Diſpute, in 
Chap. 8th, 19th and 21ſt. and he 
does it with ſo much Aſſurance in 
the 224 Chap. that he challenges 
Berengarius to inform himſelf of 1 
Be. 


K AAAS „ „„ „„ „„ „ „„ 6. 


mo 
Belief of all Chriſtians throughout he 
whole World, both in the Eaſt and Weſt, 
Ask (ſays he) of all People that have 
any Knowledge of the Latin Tongue 
or Books, ask the Greeks, the Ar- 
© -menians and generally all Chriſtians - 
f what Nation — and they will 
© anſwer you they hold the ſame Faich 


* . which, we proſeſs. 


And ' tis for this "oy th he con- 
clades, that if the Doctrine of Berenge- 
rius were true, the Church mult have 
periſh'd. If what you believe and 
t maintain (ſays he) concerning the Bo- 
dy of jeſus Chriſt be true, that which 


A 6 is Chureh teaches over all the Na- 


© tions of the World, muſt be falſe, 
For all thoſe. that call themſelyes 
« Chriſtians, and are glad to bear that 

 glopious Name, eſteem it their Glo- 

ry to receive in the Sacrament, the 
true Fleſh, and the true Blood which 
© Teſus Chriſt aſſum'd of the Virgin. 
Now if the Faith of the Univerfal 
Church be falſe, it neceſſarily follows, 
that either the Church did periſh, or 
$ that it never Was. f Tau: 

That the Belief of the Whole Church 


was quite: oppolite to what Berengarius 


taught, was a. thing ſo apparent 
that not being able to deny 1 * Gs 
| ore' 


Ca. 23 . 


| © of the Earth; after that it was re- 


($3 
forc'd to pretend that the Church was 
periſh'd over all the reſt of the World, 
and only ſurviv'd in the ſmall Num- 
ber of his Adherents. Tou (ſays Lan- 
franc) and they whom you have de- 
© ceiv*d endeavouring to deceive others, 
* jointly object againſt ſo many, and 
© ſuch plain Atteſtations of our Lord and 
the Holy Ghoſt viz. that after the 
© Golpel was preach'd to all Nations 


© ceiv'd, after that the Church was 
© form'd, after it had - flouriſh'd and 
brought forthFruit, it fell in Concluſion 
into this Error, thro' the Igno- 
© rance of ſuch as underſtood not its 
Myſteries, periſh'd and ſurviv'd on- 
* Iy;in your Followers. Behold what 


the Evidence of the Truth forcd 


6 Berengarias to confeſs. 3 

Guitmundus Biſhop of Averſe and 
Diſciple of Lanfranc, but one who 
wrote -almoſt at the ſame time with 
him againſt Berengarius and his Fol- 
lowers; ſhews, like him, that the 
whole Body of the Church was in a 
contrary Belief from the Beringarians. 
He reproaches them in his third Book, 


for that they had not ſo much as one 


le Village on | 
6 150 :orthey? I 


ſingle Town,” nor one 


1 
their ſide neq; enim eis vel una civitatula 
vel etiam una villula conceſſit. He avers 
that no one honeſt Perſon, or wiſe man 
had embrac'd their Party, that his 
Followers were only People of ſcanda- 
lous Lives, and he does not only al- 
ledge againſt them the Councils in 
which they were condemn'd, bur the 
general Conſent of the whole World. 
Si quis qualitatem vel flagitioſam vitam 
aorum per quos utcunq; pullulavit,” ſi quis 
nullum ſinteræ vite hominem, nullum pe- 
nitus ſapientem Fantorem ej us attenaat, 
ſi Authoris ejus perjuria, ſi demum non ſo- 
lum concilia Terran. ſed etiam totum 
5 terrarum bcontradicentem penſet ta- 
cente noſtra diſputatione quid magis 
tenendum ſit ſatis ut arbitror, Judica- 
bit. In ſhort he atteſts that Berengu- 
riuss Opinion was look'd upon as a 
new Thing and never thought on in 
the Church before him: It is moſt 
evident (ſays he) that before Beren- 
ôgarius ſpubliſh'd his Extravagancies, no 
Body ever ſo much as thought of them: 
Notiſſimum eſt hoc tempore priuſquam Be- 
rengarius inſaniſſet A iuſinod; weſanias 
nunquam fuiſſe, which he does not ap- 
ply only to the Opinion that de- 
nied the Real Preſence, but to the 
Doctrine of Impanation, which was 
N that 


Lib. 1. 


Lib. a 


| bb. 
that of the Lutherans, and was at 
that time maintain'd by ſome of Beren- 
gariuss Adherents, and ſometimes alſo 
defended by Berengarius himſelf. That 
© Teſus Chriſt (ſays he) ſhould be join'd 


together with the Bread and with 


«he Wine is a Thing which no Rea- 
* ſon at all requires, a Thing never 
© foretold us by the Prophets, never 
taught us by Jeſus : Chrift, never 
« preach'd to us by the Apoſtles, and 
never credited in the World except by 
©a very ſmall Number of Hereticks. 


ſicut oſtendimus, expetit ratio, nee Pro- ; 
phete . predixerunt, nes Chriſtus offends | 


nec  Apoſtali pradicaverunt, nec mundus © 


except is his d pauciſhumis heretics, credidit. 
In the ſame manner all the Books of 


the Schiſmatic Greeks that have been 


publiſh'd fince that Time, bear Wit- 
neſs that their Belief concerning the 
Euchariſt is the ſame with that of 
the Church of Rome, and it is for 
this Reaſon it no where appears, that 
they were ever reproach'd for cenſuring 
Berengarius unjuſtly, or for being in 
any Error in Relation to that Point, 
no more than that the Writers of 
the Church ever condemn'd the Greeks 
for being concern'd in the * 

Beren- 


(15 ) 

Berengarius, and beſides in the ſeveral 
Reunions of the TWO Churches there 
never was the leaſt Diſpute concern- 
ing the Belief of the Euchariſt, be- 
cauſe the Belief of both Parties was 
in that Point intirely the ſame, 
But 'tis farther obſervable that the 

Z Myftery of the Euchariſt, is not of 

=” the Number of thoſe Articles of 
Faith, which are diſtinctly known 
to few Perſons only, and thoſe ſuch 
as are beſt inſtructed; in the -Learn- 
ing of the Church; for, to ſpeak in 
particular of the Real Preſence, as 
all the faithful in general are to par- 
take of the Euchariſt, they are con- 
ſequently to know that what they 
receive is either the Body of Jeſus 
' 2 Chriſt or that it is not; ſince there can 

be no mean between both. And al: 

> lowing only for the inconſiderable 
number of thoſe that Embraced Be- 
rengarins's Error, the whole remain- 
der of Chriſtians throughout the 
World, Biſhops, Eccleſiaſticks, Religi- 
ous and Lay Perſons, were united in 
the ſame Faith the Church of Rome 
holds at preſent: And beforeBerengarius's 

Days this belief was univerſally receiv'd 


a — 1 — 


nin the Church, without any Contradi- 
13 Beſides 


( 16 | 
: Beſides the Calvinifts can never de: 
ny but that Catholicks who at that 
time were ſo united in the Belief of a 
real Preſence; look'd upon this Do- 
etrine as the peculiar and conſtant 
Doctrine of the Catholick Church, and 
that they receiv'd it from their Parents 
as their Parents had receiv'd it from 


thoſe that went before them. Tis for 
this Reaſon” Lanfranc in the fore- 


mention'd Paſſages; affirms: that the 


Faith whereof he made Profeſſion was 


the ſame with that which the Church 
in all Ages maintain de. 

Hitherto there is no Diſpute, but the 
Queſtion ariſes when we run a little 
higher up, and the Calviniſts begin 
to affirm, unaccountably, that one 
Age before Berengarius the whole 
Church was of their Perſwaſion, and 
believ'd that Jeſus Chriſt was really 
preſent in Heaven only, and could be 
no otherwiſe in the Euchariſt than as 
in a Figure, or by a certain Impreſſion 
of Vertue. = | 

Catholicks on the contrary maig- 
tain that the Faith they at that time 
held and which was then ſpread over 
the whole Church univerſally, fo far as 
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even to be believed amongſt thoſe of ö 


Schiſmatical Communions who had 
ſepa- 
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been ſeparated from them near five or 
ſix hundred Years, was ever the di- 
ſtinctive Belief of the univerſal Church 
deliver'd down from the Apoſtles. But 
the bare Stating the Queſtion, does in 
a Manner decide it, what the Calvi- 
niſts pretend being ſo contrary to com- 
mon Senſe, that I cannot perſwade my 
ſelf thoſe, People Who are always 
pleading for Reaſon and ever bring it 
upon the Board to exempt them from 
Submiſſion to the Church, have ſut- 
ficiently provided againſt the Abſur- 
dities in which they embark them- 
ſelves by this Pretentioun. 


b : 


Had the Primitive Church been Cal- 


viniſt and believ'd that _ Jeſus Chriſt 


was really abſent from the, Accidents 
of Bread and Wine, it cou'd never 


come to be in the Manner we obſery'd 


it, in Berengariss's Days, but by an Uni; 
verſal Change of its Belief: And this 
Change cou'd not be conceiv'd to be 
effected but two Ways, which arc 
both cqually impoſſible : One muſt be 
by imagining it to be done all of a 
ſuddain, in ſuch a Manner that all 
Chriſtians after having believ'd till ſuch 
a, time that Jeſus Chriſt was ot preſent 
in the Euchariſt, hen ſhould begin al- 


together to believe that he was preſent, 


Ws and 


(18) 
and ſo going to Bed Calviniſts” riſe 
the next Morning Catholicks, without 
knowing how, and entirely forgetting 
what was juſt before. Which is a thing 
ſo ridiculous that it is not worth re- 
futing. The other by a Change intro- 
duc'd by Degrees and inſenſibly, ima- 
gining that the Real Preſence was firſt 
a particular Opinion of ſome one, then 
embrac'd by a few, and in concluſion 
ſpread inſenſibly over all the World. 
la this Suppoſition there muſt of 
Neceſſity have been one time, viz at 
the firſt broaching of this Opinion, 
when it was embrac'd but by a few 
Perſons ; another time, when theſe few. 
were very much augmented and grown 
equal in Number with thoſe that did 
not believe the Real Preſence of Jeſus 
Chriſt in the Euchariſt ; a third when 
this Opinion prevail'd over the Mul- 
titude notwichſtanding the Oppoſition 
of ea great many others who ſtill re- 
main'd fiłm to the ancient Belief, And 
laſtly a fourth, when it reign'd peace- 
ably and without Oppoſition which is 
the State wherein the Calviniſts are 
oblig'd to fix it at that time when 
Berengarius began to raiſe his Diſputes 
upon that Matter. > 
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FTis impoſſible, even ſuppoſing the 
Catholick Doctrine an Innovation of 
the Primitive Belief inſenſibly intro- 
duc'd, but that it muſt have paſs'd 
by theſe Degrees, and yet every De- 
gree in particular implies Abſurdities 
that are not to be ſurmounted. 

For to begin with the firft : ſuppo- 
ſing the Doctrine of a Real Preſence 
had been introduc'd by one only Per- 
fon or by a ſmall Number of Perſons; 
+ how cou'd it be poſſible that their Names 
ſhould not be known, and that a No- 
veity ſo ſurprizing as that, ſhou'd be 
made publick kan any Body's be- 
& ing alarm'd at it, or putting them- 
& ſelves upon Duty to oppoſe it? Is it 
= poſſible that Prieſts, Curats and Bi- 
= ſhops ſhou'd perceive nothing of this 
growing miſta ke, or perceiving it, ſhou'd 
2 arteimpt nothing at all to ſupprefſs it, 
and reclaim the People from tuch an 
Error? For as we have already re- 
mark'd, there being no Mean between 
the Real and Corporal Preſence of 
Jeſus Chriſt in the Euchariſt, and the 
Real and Corporal Abſence of the ſame 
Jeſus Chriſt in the Euchariſt, all Chri- 
ſtians that were Partakers thereof, had 
a diſtinct Belief of either one or t'other: 
How then can one imagine-that Peo- 
C 2 ple 
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ple being perſwaded Jeſus Chrift F 
was really abſent from the Euchariſt, 3 


ſhou'd give up all the Light of their 
Reaſon without offering the leaſt Con- 
tradition, to a Man that ſhou'd come 
and publiſh amongſt them, againſt the 
Opinion of the whole World, that 
Jeſus Chriſt whom they believ'd real- 
ly abſent from the 8 Was 
truly and ſubſtantially there preſent ? 
Becauſe the Belief of other Myſteries, 
and the News of a God made Man 


for Man's Salvation was to encounter 


the Oppoſition of Senfe and Reaſon 
and the ſtrong Prejudices of Peoples 
Underſtandings, it preſently rang the 
Alarm, it brought all the World up- 
on the Back of thoſe that preach'd it, 
and could not be eſtabliſhed but by 
Means of endleſs Preachings, Dit- 
putes, Books, Miracles and the Effuſi- 
on of the Blood of Martyrs without 
Number, and yet they would make 
us believe, that a new Doctrine ſo ſur- 
pcizing, as to hear of Jeſus Chriſt's be- 
ing corporally preſent in many thouſand 
Places, being expos'd in the Hands of 
Prieſts, entering into tne Mouths, of 
all the Faithful that receiv'd the Sa- 
crament, finding the whole Church in 
4 different Opinion, not being a 
Shs i y 
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by either Miracles, or Martyrs, or 
| Books or Diſputes, found nevertheleſs 
Reception over all the World wich- 
out Contradiction, without Oppoſition, 
without Surprize, and fo ſtrangely 
without Noiſe; 'that the Author and' 
the 'Time of this Innovation remains 

2 3 


entirely unknown ? 


But how comes it to paſs that they 
"2 who forſook the ancient Belief of the 
Church, ro embrace this Novelty were 
not ſenſible of the Change? Why have 
they not writ, and given us fome Aſ- 
ſurance that till then they had liv'd 
in an Error and Blindneſs, for believ- 
TX ing that Jeſus Chriſt was not preſent 
in the Sacrament after the Words of 
Conſecration? Why have they not re- 
proach'd their Maſters for having blind= 
ih deceiv'd them? Why did they not 
exclaim with the Prophet David, that, 
The Words of the Wicked had prevail'd 
upon them ? And with Jeremy: That 
their Fathers had'worſhipp'd 4 Lie, a vain 
thing which avail'd them nothing. Vere 
mendacium coluerunt Patres noſtri, vani- 
¶tatem que eis non profuit. 

Let we ſce nothing of all this, for 
I” hold it matter of Fact that ſince 
the Apoſtles till Berengarius, when the 
Preſence was univer- 


F Behef of a Real 
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ſally 


® 
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ſally receiv*d in the Church, no one 
Initance can be found, that a Perſon 
affirming Jeſus Chriſt to be really 
preſentin the Euchariſt, ever imagin'd 
to propoſe an Opinion different from 
the common . Belief of the- Church 
at his time, or from the Primitive 
Faith. 


They will never produce one In- 


ſtance of a Perſon ſummon'd to appear 
before any Biſhop or Council, for ha- 
ving publiſh'd either by Word of 
Mouth or Writing, that Jeſus Chriſt 
was really receiv'd into the Mouth 
of ſuch as have Accels to the Sacra- 
ment. | thi | 
They, will-never find that any. one 
Father, or Biſhop, or Council ever 
took upon them to oppoſe this Belief, 


by ſignifying that there were ſome 7 


amongſt the People were groſsly 
and dangerouſly deceiv'd in believing 


Jeſus Chriſt ro be preſent on Earth, 


inſtead of being only and really ſo in 
Heaven, 


They will never find that any one 
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Eccleſiaſtical Author, or any one 
Preacher complain'd that in his time, 
a damnable and pernicious Hereſie was 
growing in the Church, for that ma- 


uy People ador'd jeſus Chrift really 
= preſent I 
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preſent under the Appearances of Bread 


and Wine. 


And not to mention other Circum- 
ſtances which neceſſarily attend the 
Belief of the Church of Rome, rho? 
the Practiſe of carrying the Yaticum 
to dying Perſons, and of reſerving for 
that Purpoſe Pieces of the Sacrament 
has been ordained by, ſeveral Councils 


and the Opinion of Proteſtants thereby 


*% 


entirely overthrown, yet they will not 


2 


once find that any one Perſon took 


Scandal at ſuch Ordinances, or that 
any one ever accuſed the Practice of 
containing or fomenting, any Er- 
en Nig I Dag 3. al 
They will perhaps fay, theſe Rea- 
ſons ſhow: well enough that the Be- 
lief of a Real Preſence was not intro- 
duc'd by the Way of Conteſt and Dit- 
putes, by ſuch Perſons as upon chang- 


ing their own private Sentiments pre- 


tended. to make Innovations, and 


change the Belief of the Church,; but 


that all this does not Prove it might 
not be done in a leſs perceprible Man- 
ner, which is to ſay, that the Pa- 
ſtors of the Church beliæving them- 
ſelves that the Body of Jeſus Chriſt 
was only | figuratively preſent in the 
Euchariſt, preach'd their Doctrine in 
| C 4 uch 


* 


. 
ſuch doubtful Terms, that the more 
ignorant ſort of People underſtood their 
Words in à Senſe contrary to the 
Truth and their Intention, and ſo be- 
liev'd a Real Preſence in the ſame | 
manner as if it had been the Opinion 
s nent 2 (4 


But tho? an Equivocation of this 
fort might have drawn ſome few Per- 
ſons into an Error, 'tis the greateſt 
ſure of all Abſurdities to make one 
believe it could impoſe ſo far upon the 
Chriſtian WAtſ dg. 
For can we imagine without Extra- 
vagance that ſuch à general Miſunder- 
ſtanding of Paſtors Words could hap- 
pen in every Corner of the World, 
Without any one Paſtor's being ſen- 
Able of ſo groſs an Illuſion, - and en- 
deavouring to rectify the falſe Impreſ- 
ſion his Words had made? Can we ima- 
ine all the Paſtors cou'd be fo Bling 
ad; indiſcreet as to make uſe of ſuch 
Words which of themſelves might poſ- 
bly engage the People in an Error, 
without ever explaining ſuch dange- 
rous Equivocationn?s?̃ | 
Or it the Words of 'themſelves were 
not liable to a wrong Conſtruction 
and were only ill explain'd by few 
kerſons less knowing, how comes it 
10 4 F | to 
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to paſs that they who knen / better and 


= convers'd every Day with the Igno- 


rant did not diſcover by ſome of their 
Actions or Words the wicked Error 
they were engag'd in, which muſt with- 
out fail have brought Matters to Light, 
and coming to the Paſtors: Ears wou'd 
have oblig'd them to declare publick- 
ly that their Words were abus'd to a 
Wrong Senſe and quite foreign to the 


Truth and their Intention ? 


But why ſhou'd theſe Equivocations 
begin to deceive the World only a- 
bout the ninth and tenth Century, as 
the Miniſters wou'd have us believe, 
ſince they made uſe of then no other 
Terms in the Service and Preachments 


of God's Words to expreſs this My- 


ſtery, but ſuch as were us'd in for- 
mer times? And what can be imagin'd 
more ridiculous than to affirm that the 
ſame Words were univerſally under- 
ſtood in one Mannner, at one time, 
and univerſally in another Manner at 
another Time, without any one Per- 
ſon's perceiving the Miſtake? . | 
The Miniſters are not only oblig dd 
to make appear how this Opinion cou'd 
inſenſibly creep into the People of the 
whole World, which we have ſhewn 
to be a thing utterly impoſſible, but 
they muſt ſuppoſe likewiſe that it was 
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ſpread amongſt all the Paſtors of the 
World, and in all the Monaſteries, and 
that they were all of them deceiv'd 


by theſe equivocal Terms underſtan- 
ding them in a Senſe contrary to the 


Opinion of their Teachers without any 
one Perſon ever perceiving this : - 
neral Illuſion, ſince any one Perſon 
perceiving it had been enough to have 
undeceiv'd all the reſt. Wa 
But if we (conſider the Belief of a 
Real Preſence in that whimſical Gra- 
dation by which it muſt have neceſ- 
farily paſs'd, as Calviniſts think, to ar- 
rive to that Pitch of Authority where 
we find it in the eleventh Century, 
the Extra vagance of this Opinion will 
appear yet more inſupportable, for as 
we have ſaid, there muſt of neceſſity 
have been l Time, when the belief of 
a Real Preſence, which they ſuppoſe 
not to be that of the Primitive Church, 
was in ſuch a Manner mingled in the 
Church with rhe Belief of a Real Ab- 
ſence, which they maintain to be the 
ancient and the true, that half the. ©: 
Biſhops, Prieſts and People held the | 
one, and another half the other. 
And we cannot ſuppoſe this Diviſi- 


on of Spirit and Belief was only in par- 


ticular Provinces ſo that one Province 
E e 2, held 
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held one thing and another another; 


but we muſt be forc'd to admit in the 


Calviniſt Suppoſition, that in the ſame 
Provinces, the ſame Towns, .the ſame 
Churches, the ſame Monaſteries, the 
ſame Families, all the Faithful were 
divided upon the Point of Euchariſt, 
one Part believing that Jeſus Chriſt 
was really preſent, and the other that 
he was really abſent. , | 
Beſides we muſt ſuppoſe this Divi- 
ſion not only to have been in the 


Church of Rome but likewiſe in the 


Greek Church, the Armenian Church, 
the Egyptian Church and all other Schi- 
ſmatick Communions, for ſince they 
join with the Church of Rome in the 
Belief of a Real Preſence, if we ſuppoſe 
they were formerly of an6ther Opini- 
on, they muſt certainly have chang'd' 
it, which cou'd not be done withour 
paſſing by this Diviſion, n. 

If we join theſe Suppoſitions with 
matter of Fact that Calviniſts cannot 


diſpute ; that till Berengarids there was 


no Breach of Communion, nor any 


apparent Diviſion about the Point of 


a Real Preſence, there reſult the moſt 
frightful Abſurdities that can poſſibly 
enter into the Thoughts of Man. For 
it neceſſarilly follows that either —— 

1 


wort an rr on; Py X. 8 
horrible Diviſion or general diſagree- 
ing in Opinion about the principal 
Point of Worſhip in the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion muſt remain unknown to the 
very Farties Who were thus divided; 
or if they knew it, that it was neg- 
lected by the Paſtors without putting 
them upon making the leaſt Noiſe or 
or ſeeking after the leaſt Remedy. 
And yet both the one and the other 
is ſo contrary to all the Lights f 
common Senſe, that it appears to me 
impoſſible any Perſon that will but 
give himſelf che Trouble to think ſe- 
riouſly of the Matter, can believe ei- 
n 375 „ e ES la : -- 
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For to examine the firſt Point, which | 
is, that this Diviſion remain'd un- 
known; is it poſſible a reaſonable Man 
can perſwade, himſelf that there was 
a certain Time in the Church when 
Brothers were at Variance with Bro- 
thers, Women with their Husbands, 
9 with Religious, Prieſts with 
Prieſts, Biſhops with Biſhops, not in 
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one Country, only, but in all the Parts of 
the World; not about a meer ſpecu- 
lative Point known only to few, but 
about a Matter diſtinctly known by all, | 
the. cheif and moſt uſual Object of 
their Piety, and yet no Body * 

theſe 
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theſe hideous Diviſions, no Perſotr 


& know that a Father, Mother, Husband, 


Wife; Brother, Siſter, Friend or Biſhop 
ſhou'd differ with him in Opinion? 
Is it poſſible they ſhou'd imagine, 
this Medly of Opinions ſo oppoſite, 
cou'd remain, unknown, not for. a Day 
only, but ſeveral Years, and the whole 
Space of an Age? What then did not 
this diverſity of Opinions diſcover it 


ſelf in a thouſand exterior Actions re- 


ſpectively belonging to each, ſince the 

% 7 55 believe 615 Chriſt really pre. 
ſent cou'd not but behave themſelves 
otherwiſe than they that believed him 
really abſent, as appears by the dif- 
ſerence in the Reſpect which Catho- 
licks pay to the Euchariſt and Calvi- 
niſts to the Supper? b 

0 Should it not have been diſcover'd 
by thoſe that chang'd their Opinion, 
and even by the Change it ſelf muſt 
acknowledge that ſuch as did at change 
like themſelves were not in the ſame 
Opinion with them ? Shou'd it not be 
found out by the different Inſtructi- 
ons of Paſtors? And can we without 
Madneſs imagine that half the Prieſts 
and Biſhops believing a Real Preſence and 
half a Real Abſence, both convers'd in 


the 
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the ſame Language and never diſco- 
ver'd enough of each others Opinion 
for one to be ſtartled at the other 
and find out that their Thoughts were 
the ſame? ; 
Bur if it be ſuppos'd this diverſity 
of Opinion was not unknown to Pa- 
ſtors and People, it is ſtill more a- 
gainſt Reaſon and all the Remarks we 
can draw from Experience, that ſo hor- 


rible a Diviſion ſhou'd make no Noiſe, 


raiſe no Diſputes, that it ſhou'd ad- 
mit of no Exceptions and that Biſhops, 
Prieſts, Religious, divided in Opinion 
concerning ſo material a Point, and 
who ſhou'd look upon one another 
as ill Men and falſe Believers, could 
remain united in the ſame Communi- 
on and a good Underſtanding. _ 
is viſible in Hiſtory thro? ever 
Age of the Church, that even the leaf 
diſputable Queſtions tending to create 
Diviſions amongſt the Faithful always 
ave Birth to great Diſturbances ; and tis 
remarkable in particular,in theCouncils 
of the ninth and tenth Century, when 
the Miniſters would have us believe 
the Change was introduc'd, that the Bi- 
ſhops were buſied in compoſing fmall 
Diſſentions, deciding Queſtions of ſmal- 


ter Conſequence, and regulating leſs 
im- 
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important Points of Diſcipline relating 
to the Clergy both ſecular and regu- 
lar. How then can we believe that 
they being all divided upon a Point 
fo eſſential and neceſſary to Religion, 
ſhou'd never think it a Matter wor- 
thy their Care to remedy this Divi- 
ſion ? N 
Certainly to believe the whole 
Church cou'd live in a profound Peace 
> whilſt all the Faithful were divided 
= amongſt themſelves in ſo {ſtrange a 
& Diverlity of Belief, is to imagine at 
the ſame time Men of thoſe Times 
were of a different Species ſrom thoſe 
of our Age, and not ſubject to the 4 
= ſame Emotions and Paſſions. For all 4 
the Light we can draw from the 4 
Knowledge of Men we converſe with, | 
helps us only to conclude it abſolute- 
ly impoſſible that Biſhops, Prieſts, Re- 
ligious, and even lay Perſons who are 
taken by each other, either for wicked 
People or falſe Believers can forbear 
maintaining each one his Opinion by 
Books and Diſputes, endeavouring to 
withdraw from Error ſuch as they 
think concern'd, ro inform again ; 
them in the Spiritual Courts, or con- 
demn them when they are in Autho- 
rity, Which cannot be done without 
be tome 
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ſome Conteſt and without Breach of 
Communion” $_ | 

To have liv'd in ſuch a Lethar 
and Stupidity during theſe violent diſ- 
ſentions, Men of thoſe Times mult 
neither have had Charity ſor their 
Neighbour, Zeal for God's Service, nor 
Tye to their own Opinions, which is 
as much as to ſay, they muſt not be 


Men, all theſe Motives carrying us | 
naturally to endeavour the fixing | 


in others, Impreſſions of ſuch-Opini- 


ons we our ſelves are perſwaded of, 
and look upon as true, and to encoun- 


ter forcibly all that ſeem contrary to 
them. ? 

I don't know any thing can effe& 
ſuch People as are not alarm'd at fo 
ſtrange Abſurdities ! but to help them 


on to conceive the Matter clearer, I | 
eg of them only to conſult what paſs'd | 
in the laſt Age but one, when Lather | 
Tuinglius and Calvin undertook to 


change the Belief they found in the 
Church in regard of the Euchariſt, 
It cannot be queſtion'd but that if 
we compare the Doctrine thoſe He- 
reticks wou'd have introduc'd, with 
that which they endeavour'd to abo- 
liſh, ic will be thought much more 
practicable to fall inſenſibly into the * 
ie 
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lief of Luther and Calvin by forſaking 
that of the Church, than it was, to paſs 
from the Opinion of thoſe Hereticks to 
the Catholic Belief; becauſe Senſe fa- 
vours their Doctrine, and is contrary 
to ours; and yet what Tumults did 
Lutheraniſm create in Germany and Cal. 
veniſm in France and the Low Countries? 
Was not all Europe in a Moment full 
= of Diviſions, Diſputes and Quarrels? 
Did not the Divines of either Party in- 
ſtantly employ all the Wit and Lear- 
ning they had to maintain their own 
Opinions, and encounter their Adver- 
| faries? What was ſeen every where but 
Cabals, private Aſſemblies, and furj- 
* ous Animoſities, which were immedi- 
| ately follow'd by open Breaches of 
Communion, Excommunications,Couns 
cils, Wars, and Deſolations, | 
Behold the diſmal but yer natural Ef- 
ſects that too ſurely flow from Diver- 
= {ity of Opinions in a Point ſo impor- 
tant: how then can they poſſibly per- 
| fwade themſelves, that the ſame diver- 
ſity ſhou'd at any other time ariſe and 
produce a Change yet greater, more 
niverſal and more difficult, not only 
without any Diſturbance but even with- 
out any one's perceſving it. TE 
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E! (ex szerien IL 
| Th e 2 Hi Horx of his pretended In. 
| | houstjon u 
1 H E Impoſſibllity of this Change 
1 will appear yet more -manife 
if we conſider the Abſurdities theſe 
new. Miniſters have fallen into, who 
perceiving the Force of this — a 
have endeayour*dito eſcape it, by fram- 
ing a Hiſtory of this pretended; Inno- 
vation altogether fabulous. Blondel has 
laid the firſt Scheme of it, in his Eclair- 
ciſſement ſar I Euchariſtie, but after ſuch 
an extravagant Manner, that he makes 
the Belief of Tranſubſtantiation take 
its Riſe a great while after Berengarius: 
ſo that according to him, even Lan- 
franc, Guitmundus and Algerus muſt ne- 
ver have taught theOpinion. According- 
ly Anbertin perceiving it was not poſ- 
ſible to maintain ſuch wild Notions 
bethought himſelf of reforming the 
Scheme. And ſee what the Reſult 
of- _ _——_— . is come 
who after having unhappily ſpent 
b Life in —— — — 
Ancients for Arguments to ef pa the 


Truth, Sives us 5 moſt plauſible 
„ Ac- 


F ˙ U 5 WHT wW WW ee 


* 7 ime 

Account he can to colour that mon- 
ſtrous Subverſion of the primitive Faith 
which he is forc'd to grant, for fear 
of being himſelf an Innovator. 

Firſt then he repreſents the whole 
World agreeing in the Opinion that the 
Euchariſt was not theBodyot JeſusChrilt; 
but only by way of Sign and Figure, or as 


to the Vertue and Efficacy; and this to 


continue till the Wear of our Lord 600; 
Then he affirms that tlie Bellef of 
a. Real Prefence could not be eſtabliſh'd 
of a ſuddain. Tis not to be imagin'd. 
5 ſays he, that theſe Abuſes concernin 

©Tranſubſtantiation and à Real Pre- 
© fence (fo terming the Catholick Be- 
F; lief of the Euchariſt) cou'd grow up 
in one Night like Muſhrooms: Non 
putandum eſt eos de tranſubſtantiatione & 
reuli preſentia abuſus in inſtunti, fungo- 
ram. inſtar, prodiiſſe. This Change was 
wrought by little and little, and 
*'came but after many Windings to 
what it now is. Matatio paulatim 


acta et & tandem per anfraitus eo pro- 


vecta. After this fancere Confeſſion, he 
falls a building imaginary Degrees ſor 
this Belief to paſs thro', and places the 
firſt about the Year 635, and ſtrives 
with himſelf to 1 the World 
that Ana ſtaſius the Sinaite a celebrated 
V1, D 2 | Re- 


Cab) 
ligious Man of Mount Sinai, laid the 
firſt Grounds of it ina Treatiſe he wrote 
againſt certain Sectaries call'd Gayars, 
wherein he aſſerts that the thing we 
receive in the Euchariſt is not the An- 
titype but the Body of Jeſus Chriſt. 

 Hereupon he brands this learned Re- 


ligious Man with Calumnies and ac- 


Hpoſta· 


ticł. ; 


cuſes him of having made Innovati- 
ons in the Dottrine and Language of 


of the Church: in the Doctrine, 


for having taught, not the Real Pre- 
ſence, for he does not agree to it, 
© but the Perſonal Union of the Divi- 
* nity with the Bread, by Means of 


Aulert, l. 36 Which the Bread was made the Bo- 


b. 909. 
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dy of Jeſus Chriſt and the Wine his 
Blood; which Bread and Wine being 
united to his Perfon, were conſequent- 
ly alſo united to his Body and Blood: 
The Language, becauſe, ſays he, till 
that time it was always allow'd in 
the Church that the Bread and Wine 
were Figures of the Body and Blood 
of Jeſus Chriſt, + 

But ſince this Opinion which Auber- 
tin faſtens upon this Author, has no 
other Grounds than his own Fancy, 
Blondel as whimſically pretends on the 
contrary that he made no real Alterations 
in point of Doctrine, but only * 
1 9 7 t 
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the Churches Stile: So eaſie it is to 
contradict each other in arbitrary Con- 
jectures, when the Deſign is not com- 
ing nearer the Truth, but keeping as 
far off as they can from the Belief of 
Catholicks, 3 OOF CLL 422TH TUL 

Aubertin pretends after wards that 
theſe two Innovations were embrac'd 
by Germanus Patriarch of Conſtantino- 
ple in the Year 720, by John Dama- 
cen in the Year -740, and after that by 
the Biſhops of the ſecond Council of 
Nice in the Year 787, by Nicephorus 
Patriarch of Conſtantinople in the Year 
806. That the ſame Language paſſed 
from the Eat to the Wen and was 
there receivd as it appears by the 
Books Charlemaigne caus*'d to be written, 
at the Council of Franckforr in the 
Year 794, where that King and thoſe 
Biſhops defin'd That the Euchariſt 
© was not an Image of the Body of 
& Jeſus Chriſt, but his own real Body. 
80 that according to this Fable of 
Aubertin it mult be concluded that the 
Belief of the Impanation of the Word 
incarnate viz. the Aſſumption of the 
Bread into the Unity of the Perſon, 
was in leſs than the Space of one Age 
univerſally ſpread over the Ea and 


way. | | 
D 3 Who 


(3s) 

Whg wou'd not but admire at ſuch 
2 Juncture how ſtrangely Prejudice 
darkens Mens Judgments; and to) ſee 
ſach a Critick give Creflit- to a Fa- 
ble ſo full: of Contradictions and Ab- 
ſurdities? ' Tis too great a Task to te- 
ark ew all, pere only ſhall! ſuf- 

in 
Fir, What eib ey is RS 
Anaitaſius,. — 4 cou'd not be ignorant 

of the Churches Belief in his time, 
ſhou'd by Accident, and without De- 

ſign publiſh an Opinion directly contra: 
ry to 1858 without intimating that he ad- 
vanc'd ſomething. againſt the comme 
Ferſwaſion, but has 1 look*d upon it 
rather as a thing evident and unqueſtio- 
nable v hich ſtood not in need of proving, 
Thus what thatAuthor affirms, via. That 
the Euchariſt. is not an Antitype, that 
is to ſay, a Sign of Chriſt's. Body, ſhows 
not at all that he chang'd the Churches 
Belief, but only that it Was a thing; 
evident in the 8th Century, That the 
Euchariſt was not à bare Image 
5 K Chriſt's Bodyz: bur the Body it 
e * 
Secondiy, 15 it nat akogether nid : 
culous to fuppoſe, as that Miniſter does, 
that the Eat Which. was full of the 
Books of St. Baſil, wy two St: Grego-' 


res, 


(39) 


ries, and St. Chriſoftom, which were the 
cheif and almoſt only Matter of the 
Greeks Studies, ſhou'd forſake the Be- 
lief and Stile of all theſe Fathers, and 
the Faith in which they were brought 
up, to form their Belief and Stile up- 
on one * ＋ a Book 
written by a Religious Maq of Mount 
NT 7: 21 5163 oy 107 5 1990 0 
But how much more improbable is it, 
that this Change ſhou'd be tranſmitted 
into the Weſt and there in an Inſtant 
be receiv'd by the Biſhops affembled 
at Franckfort, ſince there was not one 
le Perſon in that Aſſembly under- 
ſtood. the Greek, and that the Igno- 
rance of that Tongue was the Occa- 
ſion of their committing ſeveral Mi- 
ſtakes in Matters of Fact, by miſin- 
terpreting the Fathers Opinion in the 
ſecond MNicene Council and not diſtin- 
guiſhing the Council of the Icona- 
claſts from the Catholick Council, be- 
cauſe they had no other Information of 
what paſſed in theEaft, but a Latin Ver- 
ſion full of Miſtakes; and conſequently 
when it was defin d under Charlemagne 
in the Book ſubſcrib'd by all the Biſhops, 
That Jeſus Chriſt left us not an 1- ;;; 
mage but the Sacrament of his Body, 14. 
© that the Euchariſt ought not be ſtiled 
= D 4 the 


trary to the Beliet of the whole Church, 


| (40) 
the Image but the Truth; not the 
+ Shadow. but the Body; not the Fi- 
« gure of things to come, but the thing 
<. repreſented by the Figures. When 
he remarks that Jeſus Chriſt did not 
ſay of What he gave his Apoſtles, 
This is the Image of my Body but 
F this is my Body which ſhall be de- 
* liver'd for you, this is my Blood, 
that ſhall be ſhed for many. When 
he ſays, that what paſſed at the In- 
ſtitution of the Euchariſt paſſed not 
in Figure but in Truth, it is no Proof 
that he borrowed ſuch Language from 
the Greeks, as they would have been 
glad to contradict, and whoſe Books 
je never had read; but it is an un- 
queition'd Evidence that the Latin and 
Greek Church were perfectly agreed 
concerning the Point of the Eucha · 


Thirdly, Either this Book or this Paſ- 
ſage of Anaſtaſius continued to be lit- 
tle known, and conſequently cou'd 
not poſſibly produce ſo great a Change; 
or, ſuppoſe they were celebrated, and 
in the Hands of every Body; how 
could it be, that in propoſing, as the 
Miniſters pretend, an Opinion con- 


no Body ſhou'd complain, no Body 
1} * A0 


(41) 
accuſe the Author of an Error, no 
Body write. againſt him or any of thoſe 
that embrac'd his Opinionln? 
For ꝰ tis obſer vable here that the Opini- 
on of Impanation of the Word, which 
Aubertin imputes to Anaſtaſius and 
St. John Damacen, tho? very different 
from what Catholicks believe, is not- 
withſtanding very contrary to the O- 
pinion of the Calviniſts, ſince by Means 
of this Perſonal Union of the Divini- 
ty with the Bread and Wine, the Bread 
becomes truly adorable in the ſame 
manner as the Humanity of jeſus 
Chriſt. This Body of Jeſus Chriſt is 
recei vd into the Mouth, is eaten by 
the Wicked, remains tho?- it be not 
made uſe of, which are all Points di- 
rectly contrary to the Calviniſt Per- 
ſwaſion : beſides this Perſonal Union 
of the Bread with the Divinity wou'd 
be altogether miraculous and incom- 
prehenſible, and involve as many Dif- 
fculties as the Belief of a Real Pre- 
ſance. What Probability then cou'd 
there be that an Opinion ſo contrary 
to what they pretend the Church then 
belie vd, ſhowd be embrac'd notwith- 
ſtanding, by the whole Eff brought 
up in a different Faith, without lea vin 
the leaſt Token of this Change, * 


d 


(4) 
that even they who changed their Bo- 
lief ſhould never 1 it them 
ſelves. * 601317 4 39 33 3603 
But the Neſtorians that fwarm's all 
over the Eft, and who denied the per- 
ſonal Union of the Word with the hu- 
man Nature of jeſus Chriſt, how 
could they admit the ſame Union of 
the Divinity with the Bread? And in 
caſe they did not, how: comes it 
never reproach'd the Catholics wi 
that Doctrine, and thereby put — 
— i juſtifying a and defining" len 
O Vit . +4 4 
et 22285 Lobtlallaſts, * the Nini 
ſters pretend to be of their Party in 
relation to the Euchariſt, for having 
calbd the Euchariſt the Image of 
Chriſt's Body, tho' in the ſame Place 
they (affirm it to be Chriſt's Body ĩt 
ſelf; why did not they reproach tlie 
Defenders of Images, of which Num-. 
ber, according to Aubertin, was Anas 
flaſras,. with not only introducing 'a 
ſuperſtitions Worſhip towards [mages; 
but downright Idolatry, by teaching 
that the Bread was united to the 
Word, and ſo was really to be ador'd? 
And how theſe Perſons Who made ſa 
much Noiſe upon a' Point leſs i 


mpor- 
rat, viz. _ orfhip of Images, * 


(043) 
he entirely ſilent upon the Subject of 
the Euchatiſt, if in that Capital Point 
they were of another Belief from ſuch 


2s defended the Venbration of 1. 


mages. it } 
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it isabſalutely falſe that in thoſe times an 
Innovation of Doctrine was introduc'd 
upon the Subject of the Euchariſt; nor 
is it yet leſs falſe, that the Belief of 
that Age atteſted by Anaſtaſius, St. Jahn 
Damacen, Germanus Patriarch of Conſtan- 
rinopte, the ſecond Council of Nice, 
Charlemagne, and the Council of Francs 
fort, was ſuch, that the Bread was perſo- 
nally united to the Word, and not chang'd 
into the natural Body of ſe ſus Chriſt, 
this Suppoſition having no Grounds in 
the Writings of thoſe Times, and it 
being only a Fallacy invented by thoſe 
Miniſters to eſcape being forc'd to al- 
low that the Belief of a Real Preſence 
was univerſally receiv'd in the Church 
during the ſeventh and eighth Cen- 
tury. 2% 

' Firſt their own Words do not only 
lead us to this Explication, but they 
are peremptorily contrary to the Opi- 
nion. Anaſtaſius tells us we do not 
term the Communion Antitype of 
Chriſt's Body or fimple Bread, _ 

TT: tat 
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that we receive in it the true Bod 

© and the true Blood of Jeſus Chri 

made Fleſh in the Womb of Mary Mo- 

© ther of God. Germanus Patriarch of 
Theor. 927. Canſtantinople ſays, © The Holy Ghoſt 


Eccles, 


Ton. 8. 5;5* changes the Gifts offer'd into the pre- 


( cious Body of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


© and that which is in the Chalice in- 
© to: the precious Blood of the great 
God, which was ſhed for the Salva- 
6 tion and Life of the World. 
Words which perfectly expreſs the 
Belief of a Real Preſence, and directly 
exclude that pretended Union of the Di- 
vinity with the Bread and Wine: For 
by ſuch an Union the Bread and Wine 

ight become the Bread and Wine of 
Jeſus Chriſt, but not the Fleſh and 
Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, becauſe the Bread 
ſtill ſubſiſting in the Nature of Bread, 
will not therefore turn Fleſh for 
being united to the Word cloth'd with 
our Fleſh. 4 | 


2aly. Theſe Authors Declare that 
what is in the Chalice, is the Blood 


of Jeſus, Chriſt ſhed for the Salvation 
of the World, and they declare beſides. 
that it is ſo not in Figure but in Truth; 
which cannot be underſtood but of 
the natural Blood - of Jeſus Chriſt. 
Since Wine united to the Blood can- 
28111 not 
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( 45 ) 
not be the Blood ſhed for the World's 
Salvation except it be metaphorically. 
zal). St. John Damacen excludes {till 
more expreſly this fantaſtical Union, 
for he declares * That the Body of Je- 
© ſus Chriſt truly united to the Divi- 
„ nity, which is in the Euchariſt, is - 
the ſame with that which was born 
of the Virgin; not that the Body he 
* aſſum'd in the Womb of the Virgin, 
nov deſcends. from Heaven; but for 
© that the Bread and Wine are there 
* chang'd into the Body and Blood of 
God: And he afterwards adds: the 
Body into which this Bread is chang'd 
in a wonderful Manner by the In- 
vocation and Acceſs of the Holy 
Ghoſt, is not a Body diſtint from 
that of Jeſus Chriſt, but one only 
and the ſame Bode. 
athly. There is not the leaſt Appear- 
ance that the whole Greek Church, 
ſhou'd without preceiving it, be en- 
gag'd in an Error which is evidently 
condemn'd in the Books of thoſe Fa- 
thers that wrote in the foregoing Cen- 
turies. | 3 

For St. Ignatius affirms that the FA. 44 
Euchariſt is the Fleſh of our Saviour, wg. 
* which ſuffer'd for our Sins. 
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„„ St. Chryſoſtom writes in innumerable 
— * Places, ex ror the thing which is in the 
pi, of Chalice is the Blood which fan from 
n our Saviour's Side pierc'd on the Croſs. 
(b) Em. (8) That in all the different Places of 
17-inzpiſ.the Church there is but one only je- 
«ad Heb. ſys Chriſt who is whole and entite in 
(ey c. 4e One Place as well as another, having 
Sarerdet. Every where but one only Body. (c) 
. 3.6. 4. That he who fits at the right Hand 
5 of the Father, is held in the Hands of 
4% u Priefts, (4) And that we behold the 
Epi. ad fame Body the Sages ador'd. How 
c.. then cou'd it be that the whole Eft 
thro? a general Blindneſs, in reading 
the Works of the Fathers ſhou'd en- 
ter into the Opinion fo contrary to 
what they then taught? h 
For anſwer cannot be made that 
theſe Expreſſions were underſtood by 
thoſe of the 7th and 8th Century in 
Anaſtaſus à metaphorical Senſe, and when it was 
St. Jahn read that Bread was chang'd into 
Deniſe Chriſt's Body, they underſtood that 

icep + * 12 2 | 
rs, it was chang*d into the Figure of 
Chriſt's Body; becauſe this Explicati- 
on is formally condemn'd by thoſe 
very Authors to whom Aabertin im- 
putes the Opinion of the Words Im- 
— 7 55 729-405, OR 
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5thly. 


(47) 
'- -5thly; No Author in the World can 
be charg'd with this Opinion, with ſo 
lictle A nce of Truth as Anaſta- 
bas; For the cheif Reaſon that can 
incline thoſe that govern their Per- 
ſwaſion more by Reaſon than Faith, to 
do ſo, is, the Difficulty of conceivin 
how one Body can be in two Plac 
now this Difficulty ceaſes in regard 


of "Anaſtaſius, ſince he expreſly teaches ub. 1. 3. 
2 Aale Hilf atrelts, ber one dcs 


Body can by Miracle ſubſiſt in ſeveral 
Places. 10 4 211 * 0 1 | 1 * I 1. 
Thus all this Innovation in Point 
of Doctrine is meerly chimerical, and 
tis not only evident that the Church 
of the 7th and 8th Century 'was of a 
Different Belief from the Calviniſts, 
but full as clear, that it believ'd a 
Real Preſence, not as a new Opinion 
introduc'd by any Change, but an Ar- 
ticle of Faith receiv'd, as well as the 
Belief of other Myſteries profeſs'd by 
thoſe of the ſixth Age when Calviniſts 
agree, the Church was in its Puri- 


Vida if Andſt aſins, St. John Damacen, 
the Biſhops of the Councils of Nice 
and Franckfort made Difficulty to call 
the Species or Symbols by the Name 
> Antitypes after the Conſecration, 
Dian tho? 


(48) 
tho? ſome of the Fathers have ſo term 
them, tis not hard to comprehend that 
this is done, not only without Chang 
of Belief, but in ſome Meaſure with- 
out ſo much as changing the Lan- 
GB. Gd an ond 4d 252i org? 
For we muſt diſtinguiſn in - theſe 


ſ : 


Words Image, Figure and Antitype, 
as 1n many ot egy of the ſame _=— 
ture, two ſorts of Significations, one, 
that which is the Original and Natu- 
ral Meaning; the other, as they are u- 
ſually underſtood by the People. The 
natural Signification of theſe Words 
implies no more than a ſimple * 
ſentation, and ſince a thing which is 
inviſible tho? it be preſent, may be re- 
preſented by ſomething that is viſible, 


all follow a thing is not preſent. be- 
cauſe it is repreſented, by ſome viſible 
Image. Thus we commonly ſay the 
Face or Eyes, are Pictures of the Soul, 
and yet they that ſay ſo believe at 
the ſame time the Soul is preſent in 
the Face and Eyes. The Fiery Tongues 
were Figures of the Holy Ghoſt who 
was there preſent. The exterior Ab- 
lution in Baptiſm is the Figure of the 
interior, and yet they are both link'd, 
together. We muſt renounce common 


cCorporeal and exterior, it does not at 


Senſe 


(49) 
Senſe to think of conteſting this Point 
and maintain peremptorily as ſome Cal- 
viniſts do, that theſe Words always and 
naturally imply the Abſence of the thing 
repreſented. 

But it is notwithſtanding true, that 
as uſually the things figur'd are not 
join'd with their Figures and generally 
Images only repreſent things that are 
abſent, ſo Uſe has given another Mean- 
ing to the Words in common Diſcourſe, 
according to which to be a Figure and 
to contain the _ figur'd are two 
things in ſome Meaſure oppoſite ; and 
it is in this ſecond Senſe the Fathers 
ſay, the Figure neither contains, nor is 
the Truth. 

Thefe two Significations both find 
Place in the Language of Men, and 
creating a ſeeming Contradiction in the 
Words, eaſily agree in Senſe, for accor- 
ding to both thoſe different Significa- 
tions *tis true to ſay the Euchariſt is 
a Figure, Image, Antitype of Chritt's 
Body, and that it is not a Figure, I- 
mage, or Antitype of Chriſt's Body, 
for it is not a Figure, Image, or An- 
titype according to the vulgar Mea- 
ning of the Word which excludes the 
Truth; but it is a Figure, Image, and 
Antitype taking the natural Meaning 
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of the Word which conſiſts with the 
Truth and implies no more than that 
it repreſents Chriſt's Body, tho? it in- 
cludes and contains it at the ſametime. 
And hence it comes to paſs that the Fa- 
thers ſometimes taking theſe Words in 
their natural Signification, have not 
made Difficulty to allow that the Eu- 
chariſt was an Image and Figure, but 
becauſe it really contains Chriſt's Body 
they call it alſo the Truth in Oppoſi- 
tion to Figures, and Images of the old 
Law : taking then the Word Image in 
the vulgar Meaning, This Blood, ſays 
St Chryſoſtom, in his 45th Hom, upon 
© St. John, being in Figure, expiates Sin, 
but if being in Figure it has fo great 
Force and ſo great Vertue, if Death 
* ſtand in ſuch fear of the Shaddow of 
of this divine Blood, how much more 
will it fear the Truth it ſelf ? 

And ſince this vulgar Signification of 
the Word Figure which excludes the 
Truth, is moſt frequent in the Mouths 
of Men, and *tis otherwiſe true the 
chief Part of the Euchariſt is not that 
which is exterior and viſible, accor- 
ding to which it is ſtiled Figure, but 
the interior and inviſible which is the 
Body of Chriſt himſelf, it therefore 
happen'd that when the Church was 
no more oblig'd to conceal this My- 

ſtery 


. 

ſtery from the Pagans, a Thought 
which inclined the Fathers to uſe more 
frequently the Term of Figure and 
Image when they ſpoke before the 
Jews and Pagans, they made no more 
uſe of the Word Figure and Antitype 
but rather expreſs'd the Myſtery by 
the principal Part which is the Truth 
of Chriſt's Body. Thus during the 
Time of the ſecond Council of Mice it 
rarely happen'd that the Species at- 
ter Conſecration were calPd by the 
Name of Antitypes, tho? that Name 
had been ſometimes given them by 
more ancient Fathers. 

The Church being in this Poſture, 
the Iconoclaſts aſſembling in their Con- 
vention at Conſtantinople for the Con- 
demnation of Images, imagin'd that 
from the Figurative Part of the Eu- 
chariſt, they might draw ſome Argu- 
ment for the deſtroying the Images of 
our Lord, by pretending Jeſus Chriſt 
would have his Body be only repre- 
ſented by the Species of the Sacra- 
ment, and they exprefs their ill Rea- 
ſonings harſhly enough, calling the 
Euchariſt Image and Repreſentation 
three or four times in the ſame Place. 

Now tho? we cannot ſay the Icona- 
elaſts err'd in the Belief of the Eucha- 
rift, ſince he himſelf that refutes them 
E 2 and 
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and rejects their Expreſſion in tlie ſe- 
cond Council of Mice, clears them of the 
Suſpicion, aſſuring, that aſter having 
thus expreſſed themſelves ill they did 
in Concluſion acknowledge the Truth, 
yet it is nevertheleſs true their Terms 
of themſelves were ſhocking, and 
were juſtly reprimanded in the ſe- 
cond Council of Nice, becauſe the 
Word Image and Figure three or four 
times in the ſame Period applied to 
the Euchariſt, is more reaſonably to 
be underftood in their vulgar Meaning 
which excludes the Truth than in that 
which does not exclude it. 
And in Effe& tho? Catholicks all ac- 
knowledge the Euchariſt to be both 
Fruth and Figure, yet they would 
not fail to condemn a Divine of Im- 
prudence who ſhou'd frequently call 
the Euchariſt an Image, without ex- 
cluding very expreſly the ill Senſe that 
Word will bear. 

This is the Reſult of this firſt De- 
gree of Innovation, all which can only 
ſerve to prove that the Doctrine of 
the Church of Rome in the 7th and 
8th Century, was the Doctrine of the 
whole Church. | 
The 2d Degree is not leſs fabulous: 
Obſerve how Abertiz endeavours to 
get thro' it. It was an eaſie matter 
- | for 
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for him by” the ſame Slight that helps 
him to elude the Paſſages of the pri- 
mitive Fathers to elude likewiſe thoſe 
of Authors of the gth Age, and make 


them all Calviniſts, for provided a- 


Writer has once call'd the Euchariſt 
the Sacrament of Chriſt's Body, or 
that he has once made mention of the 
Bread and Wine which ſerves for the 
Matter of the Eucharift, he wants no 
more to conclude he has declar'd a- 
zainſt the Real Preſence and Tranſub- 
antiation. But ſince he could not de- 
ny, that the Doctrine of a Real Pre- 
ſence was univerſally receiv'd in the 


Church before the Publication of Be- 


rengarins's Errors, well perceiving that 
it was ridiculous to think an Opinion 
ſhou'd be 1n an Inſtant eſtabliſh'd e- 
very where without being able to trace 
the Beginning; he judg'd it more for 
his Purpoſe to fix a Period and make it 
begin in the gth Age, that ſince there 
were but few. writers in the 1oth, he 
may the better ſuppoſe that it was du- 
ring that Century, it encreas'd and 
ſpread over the whole World. 
Purſuant to this Deſign, he makes 
choice of Paſcaſias Rathertus for Author 


of the Opinion, and for fear that Ca- Aub. p. 
tholicks ſhou'd take any Advantage 922. 
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by the Perſon, he loads' him with in- 
jurious Language: He ſays * That he 
is a Man of perplex'd Notions that con- 
tradicts himſelf in ſuch a manner, Peo- 
* ple know not what he wou'd be at, 
* nor of what Opinion he was. And yet 
pretends, I know not how, in the Con- 
cluſion, that he is the Author of our 
Belief concerning the Real Preſence. 
But fearing it ſhou'd be objected a- 
gainſt him that in caſe the Doctrine 


had been new it wou'd not have fail'd 


being conteſted, he ſets himſelf to find 
out Authors that wrote againſt him 
and pretends that many great Men as 
Rabanus, Amalarius, Heribaldus, Wal- 
fridus, Florus, Lupus Abbot of Ferriere, 
Frudegarde, Ratramnus, John Erigen, 
Prudentius Biſhop of Troy, Chriſtianus 
Drutmanus, were all Adverſaries of Pa- 


ſcaſius or at leaſt diſſented from him. 


Thus he follows the thread of his Hi- 
ſtory down to the tenth Age, and 


when he is come thither, truſting that 
in the Darknefs of that Century we 


cou'd not find Light enough to con- 
vince him; he vainly declares that in 
the Interval between the gth and 11th 
Age the Belief of a Real Preſence 
* poſſeſs'd the Minds of all the World; 
« ſo that they of the xith Age taking 

| It 
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cit in with their Milk, made it paſs 
for true. Hinc contigit, ſays he, ut in 
ſequenti quamvis litteratiores facti hac 
tamen Opinione una cum latte imbuti il- 
lam tanquam veram confidenter obtruſerint. 
_ Behold the Fable this Miniſter has 
diſpers'd, which is already overthrown 
by what we have ſaid before concer- 
ning the firſt pretended Innovation ; 
ſince if the Belief of a Real Preſence 
was receiv'd without Contradiction 
thro' the whole Church, in the 7th 
and 8th Century, 'tis ridiculous to 
make it begin in the. ninth, but it 
may not be truitleſs to obſerve in par- 
ticular the Abſurdities of this Degree. 


Firſt it cannot be queſtion'd, as we 


above remark'd, that ſince the Myſte- 
ry of the Euchariſt was the principal 
Part of the Chriſtian Worſhip, and all 
of that Profeſſion even the meaneſt 
_ amongſt them frequently did partake 
thereof, all muſt diſtinctly believe 
either that Jeſus Chriſt was really pre- 
ſent or really abſent. 

Now, altho' as we ſhall ſay hereaft- 
ter, there were in this Age trivial De- 
bates amongſt ſome few of the Lear- 
ned concerning ſome Points relating 
to the Euchariſt, yer it cannot be ſaid 
theſe Conteſts ever came amongſt the 
People, or that the Body of the Church 
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was divided at that time in different 
Opinions ſo, as that one Part ſhowd 
believe the natural Body of Jeſus Chriſt 
really preſent in the Euchariſt, 'and 
another, that he was really abſent. 

I do not at preſent examine which 
of theſe two Beliefs was entirely pre- 
valent amongſt the People, but only 
affirm that ir was but one of the two; 
either that of the Real Preſence or 
that of the real abſence; and that it 
is not to be imagin'd both cou'd ſub- 
fiſt at the ſame time, and form two 
_ conſiderable Parties in the Age: 
For there having been no Age more 
remarkable for the Number of Coun- 
cils and eſpecially in France, nor 
any more celebrated for many great 
and learned Men, how can it be be- 
liev'd, that if the body of the Church 
of France, or it the Univerſal Church 
had been divided by theſe two Opinions 
diametrically oppoſite, upon the moſt 
Important and moſt frequent of our 
Myiteries, not one of all theſe Councils 
ſhou'd make the leſt mention of it, 
nor the leſt attempt be made to re- 
_ medy ſuch a ſtrange diſſention? Tis 
very poſſible that an Error advanced 
by ſome obſcure Author, Embraced by 
tew, and not making any noiſe, my 
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be neglected by the Church, but that 
a Capital Error, as the belief of a real 
Preſence if it were falſe, ſhould be 
ſuffer'd in the Church, and that Biſhops 
who could not be Ignorant of their 
Peoples diflentions ſhould not once 
take notice of it in more than fourſcore 
Councils, is a thing that intirely Shocks 
all Common Senſe! For it cannot be 
faid the Biſhops lookt upon this diviſion 
of no Importance or that they Judg'd 
x might be tolerated without breach 
of Communion, ſince from the diver- 
ſity of theſe rwo beliefs it follows either 
that one Part was Idolaters, ſuperſti- 
tious People, and Innovators; or that 
the other was wicked and Heretics: 
And for that there is no diviſion leſs 
Conſiſtant with the Communion of 
the Church than that which diſſolves 
the very Cement of Communion, 
which is the Euchariſt, and ſubverts all 
the Exterior worſhip of Religion. 

I ſhall not ſtop here to refute the 
abſurdities of this Medley any further 
becauſe it appears to me the Miniſters 
agree 1t muſt be a thing impoſſible in an 
Age ſo enlightn'd ; and it is upon this 
conſideration that Aubertin allowing Paſ- 
caſius a (mall number of followers, en- 
ak | deavours 
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dea vours to bring over to his Party the 
Chief writers of that Time. 7803 

Being then Evident that the gene- 
rallity of the Church profeſs'd one of 
theſe two beleifs, all the queſtion that 
Remains is whether that Belief were 
of the Real Preſence or of the Real 
Abſence; and it is eaſily decided by 
many convincing Reaſons whatever A- 
nimoſities the Calveniſts may have con- 
celv'd againſt Paſcaſius, yet they can- 
not deny he was a Man in his days 
much celebrated for Sanctity and Lear n- 
ing both in his Life time and aſter his 
Death. Let this Author Teaches the 
truth of the Real Preſence in the Year 
818. In the Treatiſe he wrote of the 


- Bodyand Blood of our Lord: And af 


terwards in an Epiſtle to Fradegarde, 
and propoſes it in his Commentaries 
upon St. Matthew, as the peculiar and 
Univerſal Belief of the Church in his 
Time. _ 
He moreover Avers that altho? ſom 

- Perſons had privately Err'd upon the 
Point thro* Ignorance yet none. had 
ever dared to oppoſe publickly a Truth 
ſo receiv'd thro? all the World. Quam- 
vis, ſays he, eæ hoc quidam de ignorantia 
errent nemo tamen eſt adhuc in aperto qui 
hos ita eſſe contradicat quod totus * 

| credit 
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credit & confitetur, He ſays in the ſame 
Place, that -whoſoever ſhould thwart 
this Truth would oppoſe the whole 
Church and commit a henious Crime 
by not believing. what Truth it ſelf has 
taught us and 1s believed by all the 
World. Videat qui contra hos wenire 
voluerit quid agat contra ipſum Domi num 
& contra omnem Chriſti Eccleſjam, nefarium 
ergo ſcelus eſt, orare cum omnibus, & non 
credere quod veritas ipſa teftatur, & ubiq; 
omnes univerſaliter verum eſſe fatentur. 

Nov if the Doctrine of a real Pre- 
ſence which Paſcaſius maintains in his 
Epiſtle to Fradegaxde and all his other 
Books, had —— 
lief of the Church, or that it had been 
the firſt Time it appear'd in the World, 
muſt he not have quite forfeited his 
Underſtanding ta dare affirm thus of an 
Opinion which was never heard of, and 
whereof he himſelf the firſt Inventor, 
that there was no other opinion in the 
whole Church but that? Such Extra- 
vagance belongs not to humane Crea- 
tures, and if we may queſtion Authors 
of diſtinguiſh'd integrity, there is no 
Truth in Fact but is liable by ſuch 
Means to be overthrown ; ſince nothing 
can ever be eſtabliſh'd againſt ſuch Per- 
ſons as give. themſelves Liberty ro ſup- 

— | ; : poſe, 
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poſe, that the Authors we alledge a. 
gainſt them are quite diſtractee. 
*Tis not to be ſuppos'd that Paſca- 
ſius was thus out of his Wits for a lit- 
tle while only, but during his whole 
Life, which was none of the ſhorteſt, - 
for he wrote to the ſame Effect at di- 
vers times both in his Youth and Old 
Age. Now how can it be poſſible a Man 
ſhould remain forty Years fo groſly a- 
bus'd as to perſwade himſelf the whole 
World was of the ſame Opinion with 
himſelf in a Point which he alone be- 
lieved againſt the Perſwaſion of every 
Body ? And how could it be that a- 
mongſt ſo many learned Men of his 
Friends, ſo many Religious Men of his 
own Order, ſo many Biſhops as he con- 
vers'd with in the Councils, no one 
ſhould let him know he was in the 
wrong to maintain a Fancy fo ridicu- 
lous in it ſelf and fo hurtful to his own 
Salvation? 4 EI denn at 
To maintain what that Miniſter pre- 
tends, we muſt ſuppoſe that this wild 
Notion of believing the Faith of a Real Pre- 
ſence to be the common Dottrine of the 
Charch, was communicated to many 0- 
ther Perſons that were contemporaries. 
Frudegarde for Example muſt have 
known it, ſeeing Paſcaſius „ 
; | | Im 
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him upon the Subject of the Eachariſt, 
for this young Man ſpecifies to him in 
his Letter that the Doctrine of a real 
Preſence was the Belief he was brought 
up in; but afterwards that he had been 
wavering, upon Occaſion of ſome Paſſage 
he found in St. Austin, which he de- 
ſired Paſcaſius to expound to him. Dicis te 
ſic antea creaidiſſe, ſed profiteris quod in 
lib de Doctrina Chriſtiana beati Auguſtini 
legiſti quod typica ſit locutio, quod fi figu- 
rata locutio eſt & ſchema potius quam ve- 
ritas neſcio, inquis, qualiter illud ſumere 
debeam. | | | | 

He do's not fay it was 'the Church's 
Conſent in his Time, made him doubt 
the Opinion of Paſcaſius, but a Paſſage 
of St. Auſtin, which he did not under- 
ſtand, nor could reconcile with the 
Faith he had learnt in the Catholic 
Church. 

This ſame Extravagance was likewiſe 
communicated to Hincmarus, who ſpeak- 
ing not of Prudentius Biſhop of Troy, as 
Albertin ſuppoſes, but other People 
which he does not name, affirms, 
That there were Perſons affectors of 
* new Words, who to gain themſelves 
© a vain Reputation advanc'd Propoſiti- 
* ons againſt the Catholic Faith, vis. 
That the Sacrament of the Altar was 
| not 


not the true Blood of our Lord, but 
c onlythe Memorial of his true Body 
| and true Blood. 6:3 6111.16: Cath 
3 In ſhort, to overlook: a great many 
Authors out of Which Aubertin himſelf 
| quotes many Paſſages, and vainly en- 
| —— to elude them; he muſt in 
general pretend that the Belief of a 
real Preſence was always attended with 
extra vagance and an Oblivion of all that 
paſs'd, ſince amongſt the vaſt Number 
of ſuch as taught that Doctrine in this 
Age and all others, there cannot be 
brought one Inſtance of any one Per- 
ſon that did not believe this was the 
Doctrine of the whole Church in his 
Time, and of all Antiquit yx. 
No better Grounds have the Miniſters 
for the Ad verſaries they have ſet up a- 
gainſt Paſcaſius; which notwithſtanding 
Blonde! and Aubertin make amount to 
Twelve in Number, viz. Amalarius, 
Rabanus, Heribaldus, Bertram, Joannes 
Scotus, Frudeg arde, Florus the Deacon. 
The Council of Creſſy aſſembled in the 
the Year $38. Lupus Abbot of Ferrieres, 
Prudentins, Walfridus, Chriſtianus Drut- 
Mars. | n N 
But of this Number, firſt are to be 
daſh'd out all at once: MWalfridus Florus, 
Abbot Lapus, and Chriſtianus Drutmarus, 
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in whoſe Writings there is not the 
leaſt Shaddow of Diſſenting from Paſ- 
caſius; but on the contrary, many con- 
vincing Inſtances to prove the Truth 
of the Catholick Belief; as when Wal- 
fridus writes: That ſince the Son of 
© God aſſures us his Fleſh is Meat indeed g. 


aud his Blood drink indeed, we muſt ſo Ee. c. 17: 


* underſtand, that the Myſteries of 
© our Redemption, viz. the Euchariſt, 
tare truly the Body and Blood of our 
© Lord, which we believe at. the ſame 
© time to be the Pledge of the perfect 
« Union with our Head, which we al- 
| © ready have in Hope, and which we 
ſhall one Day actually enjoy. And 
when Florus teaches in his Explication 
of the Maſs. © That the Oblation altho' 
taken from the ſimple Fruits of the 
Earth is by the unſpeakble Power of 
the divine Bleſſing, made for the Faith- 
ful, the Body and Blood of Chriſt. 
Quamvis de ſimplicibus terre frugibas 
ſumpta, divinæ Binedictionis ineſfabili po- 
tentia, eſſicitur fidelibus corpus & ſan- 
guis Chriſti. cot; 

Prudentius too muſt be lopt off, ſince 
he ftands accuſed but for one Word 
of Hlincmarus which the Miniſters ap- 
ply to him without any Grounds or 
Reaſon at all. 

. For 
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For the reſt it does not appear that 
any one of them ſo much as names 
Paſcaſius; which ſhews very plainly 
they never look'd upon him as Au- 
thor of an Opinion that was new and 
unheard off in the Church; ſince they 
had no Cauſe to apprehend the Na- 
ming ſuch a Perſon whom they might 
have proſecuted in the ſpiritual 
1 kt 0D 4 ) 
But to examen them more in par- 
ticular, I will begin with Amalarius 
without troubling my ſelf, what Coun- 
tryman he was or what Poſt he held in 
the Church. I ſhall only ſay that had 
he writ nothing elſe concerning the Eu- 
chariſt, but what appears in the Books 
of the Church Offices, there would be 
no Occaſion to accuſe him of any Er- 
ror or of being anAdverſary toPaſcaſius. 
But ſince the Church of Lions in theBook- 
of three Epiſtles reproaches him for 
_ endeavouring to poiſon France with his 
Books full of Errors and fantaſtical Opi- 
nions, and declares his Books deſerv'd 
to be burnt, and ſince a Manuſcript of 
Hlorus expreſly written againſt this 
Amalarias, 1mpeaches him of having 
advanc'd Errors againſt the Euchariſt, 
which had been condemned in the Year 
838 by a Synod of Biſhops held at 
Creſſy ; 
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 *Creſſ ; and in ſhort fince William of 
Malmesbury's Manuſcript Epitome , ſets 
him upon the Level with Heribaldus and 
Rabanus, and accuſes them all three of the 
Stercorarian Hereſie; it ſeems there 
 ſhou'd be no room to deny that he 
maintain'd ſome Error relating to the 
Euchariſt ; hut this Error being very 
little known has adminiſter'd Occaſions 
even to Catholick Divines as well as 
Calveniſts, for very different Speculati- 
ons upon the Subject. dr 6th 
-  Vsſber on purpoſe to draw from hence 
ſome Advantage for his Party, ſuppoſes 
that Amalarius l the Catholic 
Doctrine, and ſo would infer that it 
was the Doctrine of a Real Preſence 
which was condemn'd in this Author 
by the Suod at Creſſy, and by Florus 
the Deacon of Lions. Anbertin on the 
contrary. Judges it was more for his 
advantage to make Amalarius of the 
Calveniſt Opinion, to gain one proſilyte 
in the ninth Century. But to avoid 
being forc'd by the Conſequences of 
this Suppoſition, to grant that Calvin's 
Doctrine was condemn'd in the ninth 
Age by a Synod of Biſhops, and the 

Church of Lions, he makes no Menti- 
on at all of the Sy nod of Creſſy, and 
imputes what the Church of Lion, 
F fays 
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days of Amilirius to 4 n 3 25 if 
it were credible, that one of the moſt 
pious and mot Jearned Churchéb of 
France ſhould ſuffer it ſelf co be 0 
tranſported with Paſſion as t6 acëtiſe 
4 Writer of Error und Herefie, for Ha- 
ving advanc'd a Doctrine rebel 
over the Church in his Time! ' "Matty 
Catholick Writets, and anbngſt ötlors 
the Preſident g um maintaihs With 
very ſtrong Arguments, that Anni urius 
did really err conectning the Euchariſt, 
but thio"anErroriquite'cont ty to that 
of the Calviniſts, Which was that of 
the Stercorarians, who taught, that the 
Body of Jeſus Chriſt was eaten by the 
Faithful in ſuch à Manner, that ir be- 
came liable to the Condition of 'other 
"Meats Which are digeſted by the Sto- 

mach. * 8. 
But Blonde! ſuffering himſelf to be 
-ſurpriz*d by the Defire he had to raiſe 
up Eadverferies to Paſta fur, fell into 
one of the moſt viſible Contradictions 
upon this Subject that ever Author was 
concern'd in: For finding on one fide his 
Advantage in Vsfher's Opinion, ho 
makes all the Synod of Creſſy that 
condem'd Amalarius, to be of Calvin's 
Perſwaſion; he from thence cloſes with it, 
| rug ſuppoſes with him that the CO 
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f Creſſy was Calvinift and contrary to 
Paſeafius : but on the other Side finding 
in the Manuſcript Epitome, of the 
Book of divine Offices written by Wil- 


liam of Malmesbary, that Amalarius, Ra- 
banus and Heribaldas, had drawn their 
Pens againſt Paſcaſius, without refle- 
ting that this Suppoſition was con- 
trary to that of Usber, he makes A- 
-malarias again an Adverſary of -Paſ- 
-cafins, ſo that by a manifeſt Contra- 
diction he makes as if the Council 
which condem'd Amalarius, and Ama- 
Lariur condemn'd by the Council were 
of the fame Opinion, and both equal- 
Iy Adverſaries to the Doctrine of Paſ- 
caſius upon the Subject of the Eu- 
-chariſt;” | 

But ſetting this Thought aſide 
which overthrows it ſelf, we may affirm 
concerning the others, that Usher's 
Notion -which makes Amalariuss Er- 
ror to conſiſt in his being of the Catho- 
lick Belief, is wholly falſe and not poſ- 
ſible to be maintain'd ; not only be- 
cauſe this Suppoſition has not the leaſt 
Grounds, but like wiſe for that Wil- 


 tiam of Malmesbury's Epitome makes 


Amalarias cloſe with Heribaldus and 
Rabanas who were Paſcaſias's Adver- 
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It were very eaſie to ſhew that Auber- 
tin's Opinion, who pretends that Ama- 
larius, Heribaldus and Rabanus profeſs'd 
the Belief of the Sacramentarians, is infi- 
nitely leſs probable than the Opinion of 
the Preſident Mauguin, who maintains 
with a Nameleſs Author lately publiſh'd 
by Father Celot, William of Malmesbury, 
and Thomas Maldenſis, that thoſe three 
Authors were of the Stercorarians Per- 
ſwaſion quite oppoſite to the Sacra- 
mentarians. Tis enongh for me to ſay 
that from both of theſe Opinions it 
equally follows that Paſcaſius's Doctrine 
was the Doctrine of the Church in his 
Time. For if it may be advanc'd for 
Truth that Amalarius was in an Error 
equally oppoſite to that of the Sacra- 
mentarians and to the Catholick Do- 
QArine ; the Miniſters can draw no ad- 
vantage either from his Error or from 
his Condemnation; nor can they by the 
atteſtation of Amalarius weaken that 
which Paſcaſius gives to the Doctrine of 
a Real Preſence as to the Belief Uni- 
verſally receiv'd by the whole Church 
in his Time. But if we ſuppoſe on the 
contrary he was of the Calviniſt 
Perſwalion, they muſt then confeſs that 
their Opinion was condemn'd in the 
gth Century by a Council of Bi- 
ſhops, 
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ſhops, and that of Catholicks con- 
firm'd. | 

What I have faid of Amalarius may 
be alſo aſfirm'd of Feribaldus and 
Rabanus who were of the ſame Opi- 
nion with him according to the Ma- 
nuſcript produc'd by the Miniſters ; 


and ſo if they were in the Error or 


the Sacramentarians with Amalarius, 
they were condemn'd in Amalarius's 
Perſon, and if they were Stercora- 
riaus as it is much more probable, 


they can be of no Uſe to the Mini- 


ſters to ſhow that Paſcaſius was con- 
tradicted upon the Point of the Eu- 
chariſt by the great Men of his 
2 

There remain no more now of theſe 
Paſcaſias's pretended Adverſaries but 
Ratramnus and Joannes Scotus: the Book 
of the former is ſo perplex'd that it is 
hard to diſcover any thing he wou'd 
be at; and it is for this Reaſon as ſe- 
veral Calviniſts have endea vour'd to 
make him of their Party, ſo there have 
been other Calviniſts, who have frank- 
ly own'd that he favour'd Tranſub- 

antiation. 

There have been even Catholicks 
who have given him over, and others 
that have vindicated him, not only 

"I at 
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at thoſe Times, "ih in latter Apes, 
For Trithemias, whoſe Belief is not to 
be queſtion'd after ſo much. .crying up 

Lanfranc and Guitmond, ſeems to ſet a 
great Value upon Ratramnus: and Be- 
rengarius himſelf who made Uſe of 
the Book of Joannes Scotus, never once 
cites Ratramnus for his own Opinion; 
and certainly if any harſh Expreſſions 
are to be found in this Author, there 
are others too, ſo clear and expreſs for 
the Real Preſence, that I cannot find 
what Advantage the Minifters can 
draw from it. 

Be it as it will; altho' it were 
true, that this Religious Man, by diſ- 
canting too nicely upon the Fucharift 
fell into an Error ; what is it the Calvi- 
niſts can conclude from thence, but that 
as in ſeveral ancient Authors ſome Seeds 
of the Arrian Hereſie might be obſerv'd, 
2 one or two Authors may likewiſe 

found who departing from the 
common Belief of the Church, have 
had e Thoughts and made 
uſe of Expreſſions like to thoſe of the 
Sacramentarians. 
But if they ask, why Ratrammus' 8 
Book was not condemn'd in his time, 
in caſe it were contrary to the Belief 
. the Church then being; ; tis caſie 


to 
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o anſwer that this Contrariety not 
being publickly known, they judg'd 
rather of his Faith by his Communi- 
on with the Church which was viſi- 
ble, than by his Words which were 
dark and confus d. 

Secondly *tis no matter of Wonder 
that the Eevors of a Writer were not 
condemn*d/; by the Church, becauſe 
ſhs often 3 idges it more proper to let 
them be filled without Noiſe, than 
to make them remarkable by a ſo- 
letan Cenſure, Thus fince we hs Ra- 
traminus's Book drew no Conſequence 
the Church had no Reaſon to be a- 
larm'd, altho' the Doctrine had been 
abſolutehy ill; but the ſame cannot be 
ſaid of Paſeaf ſus's Books, ſince by the 
Miniſters ' own Conſent, the whole 
Church being allow'd to be of his 
Opinion in the ↄth Age, if he had 
broach'd a new Opinion, it muſt of 
Neceſſity have made a ſtrange Up- 
roar and bred Diviſions in the Church 
by a great Number of Profilytes. 

The fame may be ſaid of Tee Sco- 
tus whom the Church of Lions upon all 
Occaſions repreſents as of a Man of con- 
fus'd Notions, Ignorant, and full of Mi- 
ſtakes via. that if the Errors he publiſh'd 
about the Euchariſt and which ac- 
F 4 cording 
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cording to Darandus Abbot of Traara 
in Normandy, were the Occaſion of 
his Books being burnt at the Council 
of Verſeil in the Year 1053. were 
not condemn'd in his Time, the Reaſon 
was. becauſe he had no Partiſans nor 
JJ 213571 97 a7 inaon: 

Thus all the Adverſaries the Mini- 
ſters have ſet up in oppoſition to 
Paſcaſius being of no Manner of Uſe 
to them, as Amalarius, Heribaldus &c. 
or elſe altogether contemptible as Jo- 
annes Scotus, it cannot be queſtiond 
with the leaſt Reaſon that Paſcaſius's 
Authority for the Belief of a Real 
Preſence's being the Faith af the 
Church in his Time, can be at all un- 
certain or the leaſt to be doubted of. 
But the laſt degree of this pretended 
change is the very heith of Abſurdity. 


For to explain how the Opinion of a 
Real Preſence might grow in ſuch a 


Manner as to be ſpread all over the 
Church Univerſally in the eleventh 
Century, Aubertin fatisfies himſelf with 
idly telling us, the change was effected 
in the Darkneſs of the Tenth Age. 
*Tis no wonder ſays he. That in an 


Age ſo dark the erronius Opinion of 


Paſtaſius, thriving in the Womb of 
Ignorance and Superſtition _ ” 
90 found 
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found to have got ſuch firm footing in 
the eleventh Century: and for my 


part I affirm, that it is a great wonder 
Men of Wit dare advance Suppoſitions 
10 contrary to common Senſe. 


Jo make this clear tis obſervable 


that this Miniſter being in want of a 
Time wherein to fix this Change in 
which there were but few Writers that 
might convince him of Impoſture up- 
on written Record; was forc'd to ſup- 
poſe; the Body of the Church was yet 
of the Sacramentarians Opinion till the 
End of the Ninth Age; becauſe during 
this whole Century the Number of 
learned Writers was ſo great, it was 
impoſſible any Change in Point of the 


Charch's Faith could happen without 


their informing Poſterity of it. 

Aubertin is forcꝰd to own {till farther, 
that not only at the Time when Beren- 
garius was condemn'd, vir. in the Year 
1053, but even from the Beginning of 
the eleventh Age the Opinion of the 
Sacramentarians was fo baniſh'd from 
the Church, that it was Crime enough 
to make the Perſon be depos'd, wh 
ſhould advance — Propoſition that 
came near it. For he himſelf remarks 


after an Author that writ the Life of 
King 


— 
-— 
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1 
King Robert, that Luthericus Archbiſhop 
of Sens, having advanc'd ſome! dange- 
rous Propoſitions againſt the Truth of 
this Myſtery, Robert wrote to him in 
a menacing Way, and threaten'd 
he would cauſe him to be depos'd ; 
and it may be ſeen in a Collection of 
ſeveral ancient Writers publiſh'd 
by Father Dom Lale d' Acbery, that 
under the ſame King Robert a Coun- 
cil was held at Orleans, wherein 
were condemn'd two Prieſts for having 
deny'd amongſt other Things that the 
Bread was chang d into Chriſt's Body in 
the anat.. 
In ſhort, he allows again, that all 
who in the eleventh Age profeſs'd the 
Belief of a real . Preſence, - did not 
become of that Belief by changing their 
own, but ſuck'd it in with their Milk: 
Hac opinione, lays he, una cum latte im- 
| buti, illam tanquam veram confidenter ob- 
truſerint. 2.7 19 799. 5+ 
1 ſhall not ſtop here to ſhow in par- 
ticular how impoſſible it was, the Be- 
lief of a real Preſence ſhould: be. eſta- 
bliſh'd without Noiſe or mighty Tu- 
mults in the World, and how much leſs 
| 3 is, the Church ſhould ſub- 
ſiſt in a frightful Medley of Sacramen- 
= So 3 tarians 
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tarlans and Catholics holding Commu- 
nion in the ſame Church, the ſame Mo- 
naſteries and the ſame Families. I ſhall 
only ſay, that allowing the Miniſters 
all theſe Matters, tho” never ſoabſurd 
and incredible, yet there is another 
Point remains which cannot be given 
u 12 8 renouncing all Pretence to 

Eaton, ' 


* ſuppoſe then with Auabertin, 
that the Doctrine of Paſcaſius, the Book 
whereof never perhaps went farther than 
France during Tar whole Age, was ſpread 
in leſs than 100 Years, not only over all 
the Latin Church, but likewiſe. over 
all the Eaſt and every Schiſmatical 
Communion which held neither Union 
nor Commerce with the Latin Church, 
read none of the Weſtern Books, nor 
even underſtood their Language. Sup- 
poſe the whole World in general. had 
embrac'd this Belief, and that all the 
Biſhops, Religions Men, and Lay Men, 
who had been brought up in the diſtinct 
Belief of the Real Abſence of Chriſt's 
Body. in the Euchariſt, ſhould have for- 
ſaken without any Reſiſtance, or 
ſtruggle the Faith of their Anceſtors 
to tollow an Opinion newly intro- 
duc'd by a religious Man o From 

| Iv Ut 
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But ſtill how ſhall we ſuppoſe that 
no one Trace of this Change ſhould 
ſurvive, and that the Remembrance of 
it ſhould be fo ſtrangely aboliſh'd, that 
in the eleventh Age which immediately 
follows, no one ſingle Perſon ſhou'd 
ever have heard of it ? Had not 
they who liv'd in the eleventh Century 
ſeen a great many Perſons that liv'd in 
the Tenth ? Might not the Lives of ſe- 
veral be ſo divided as to have paſs'd one 
Part in the Tenth Age, and the 
Remainder in the Eleventh, and conſe- 
quently have told ſome News of both ? 


And King Robert who caugd the two 
foremention'd Prieſts to be condemn'd 


to the Faggot, did not he himſelf live 
29 Years in the eleventh Age, dying in 
the Year 1032, and having liv'd in all 
61 Years? Thoſe Perſons who. liv'd 
partly in the tenth and partly in the 
eleventh Ape, had they not ſeen ſeveral 

Perſons of the ninth Age; or at leaſt 
did they not converſe with infinite 
Numbers that had ſeen them ? How 
then is it poſſible, that being Witneſſes, 
or living with Eye Witneſſes of an uni- 
verſal Change of Belief thro? the whole 
Church, they ſhould never tell the leaſt 
News of it to their Succeſſors yes" 
ah they 
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they inſtructed in their Belief? How 
.can one imagine a hundred Millions of 
Men ſhould lay their Heads together to 
conceal from Poſterity ſo ſtrange and ſo 
important an Accident, that not one 
Father ſhould tell it to his Children, nor 
Maſter to his Schollars, nor one Mo- 
naſtery preſerve the Memory of it; and 
that the whole 11th Century ſhould be 
ſo confirm'd in the Belief of a Real Pre- 
ſence, that even from the Beginning 
of it, they who impugn'd the Belief 
were treated as Hereticks and Innova- 
tors, and the Abettors of it loudly pro- 


claiming that no other Belief was ever 
maintain'd in the Church; tho? even at 


that ſame Time, viz. in the Year 1035, 
when Berengarinses Hereſy began 
there were - perchance a hundred thou- 
ſand Perſons of 70 Years old within the 
Pale of Chriſtianity, who having liv'd 
35 Years in the teath Age, had ſeen infi- 
nite Numbers of Perſons as old as the 
Age it ſelf, and who having been in; 
ſtructed by ſuchPerſons only, who were 
born and brought up in the ninth Cen- 
tury, could not conſequently be igno- 
rant that in theſe Days they maintain'd 
a Belief different from what the whole 
World then profeſs'd, it it were true, 


as 


as 5 thefMinifters MF, that to the End 
of the ninth Age the whole Body of the 
Church was of [che Sacramemanins Per 
Fraſion. " 1 | 
I ſhall not proceed. any ; Garthar to | 
refute ſuch Fictions as Fro there are 
ſome Things ſo clear they need no more 
than to be fairly repre ſented. I believe 
all People that are not byaſs d by Faſſion, 
will judge that not N this laſt In- 
ſtance, but all the other Proofs I have 
made uſe of in this Miſeourſe, ate of this 
Number; and that they will be perſwad- 
ecl at the ſame Time that nothing canche 
more unreaſonable than the Proceedings 
of ſuch, ho to follow their own Rea- 
ſon have departed from the Commu- 
nion of the Church, and the Catholick 
Faith, ſince they could not do it, with- 
out forcing themſelves to believe all 
theſe Matters ſo contrary to I 
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